REMARKS 

The application has been reviewed in light of the Non-Final Office Action mailed 
March 3, 2006. At the time of the Non-Final Office Action, claims 5, 9-13, 21-25, and 33-43 
were pending in this application. Claims 5 and 33-43 have been allowed. Claims 9-1 1 and 21-23 
have been rejected and claims 13 and 25 have been objected to. Applicants gratefiiUy 
acknowledge Examiner's indication that certain claims are allowable. Claims 5, 13, 25, and 42 
have been amended. Applicants respectfully request that Examiner reconsider the pending 
application in view of the foregoing amendments and remarks herein. 
Claim Objections for formal matters* 

Claims 5, 13, and 42 have been objected to because of informalities, including the 
use of trademarks in claims. Claims 5, 13, and 42 have been amended to correct the formality 
objections. The generic meaning "an asphahene solvent" was substituted for the trademark 
TARGON®. The claims and specification have been amended to reflect this clarification by 
using "an asphaltene solvent" in place of the term TARGON®. Accordingly, the objection 
should now be withdrawn and such action is respectfully requested. 
Reiection Under 35 U>S.C. 8 102(e) 

Claims 9-11 and 21-23 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Heath et al. (20040043906). The Examiner reasoned: 

Heath et al. disclose a method of preventing contamination of a 
sand control device [0007] comprising: mixing capsules [0005] containing 
a time release scale inhibitor [0014] with a pre-packaged sand screen 
[0029] and the scale inhibitor selected from phosphates or esters [0026]. 

Office Action at 3. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection as to claims 9-1 1 and 21-23. 

Independent claim 9 recites a method of preventing contamination of a sand 

control device adapted to be placed inside of a wellbore, comprising the step of "mixing a 
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plurality of capsules containing at least one time-release treatment chemical with gravel packed 
within a sand screen.'* Contrary to Examiner's assertion, Heath et al. do not disclose capsules 
containing a time-release chemical. Rather, Heath et al. disclose capsules with varying 
degradation times, which may control the release of a chemical. [0023]. There is no indication 
that the chemical is a "time release treatment chemical." Accordingly, Heath et al. fail to teach or 
suggest the invention as claimed in independent claim 9. Independent claim 9 is therefore 
believed patentable over the art of record. For the same reasons, dependent claims 10 and 11, 
which depend from independent claim 9, are also believed patentable over the art of record. 
Accordingly, such claims should be allowed to proceed to issuance, and such action is 
respectfully requested. 

As to independent claim 21, it is allowable for reasons analogous to those set 
forth with respect to claim 9 above. For the same reasons, dependent claims 22 and 23, which 
depend from independent claim 21, are also believed patentable over the art of record. 
Accordingly, such claims should be allowed to proceed to issuance, and such action is 
respectfully requested. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S,C, S 103fa> 

Examiner rejected claims 12 and 24 under § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Heath et al. in view of Rossi et al. (U.S. 3,926,579). Examiner stated that in view of Rossi et al.'s 

purported teaching of presenting a C-20 - C-28 olefin for inhibiting paraffin: 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to include a paraffin inhibitor in the 
Heath et al. composition in order to improve production. 

Office Action at 3. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection as to claims 12 and 24. 
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Dependent claim 12 depends from dependent claim 10, which depends from 
independent claim 9 and therefore incorporates all of the limitations of claims 9 and 10. 
Dependent claim 24 depends from dependent claim 22, which depends from independent claim 
21 and therefore incorporates all of the limitations of claims 21 and 22. Both claims therefore 
require, as noted above, "a plurality of capsules containing at least one time-release treatment 
chemical with gravel packed within a sand screen." When that time-release treatment chemical is 
a paraffin inhibitor, both claims 12 and 24 require that it be selected from the "group consisting 
of one or more heavy aromatic naphtha, napthenic distillates, C-20 - C-28 olefins, 
trimethylbenzene and any combination thereof." Neither Heath et al. nor Rossi et al. alone or in 
combination teach or suggest such an arrangement. Accordingly, dependent claims 12 and 24 are 
believed patentable over the prior art of record for the same reasons that corresponding 
dependent claims 10 and 22, and independent claims 9 and 21 are believed patentable over the 
art of record. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 13 and 25 have been objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. Applicants believe that the independent claims from 
which these claims depend are now in condition for allowance. Therefore Applicants believes 
that these claims are also now in condition for allowance. 
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SUMMARY 



In light of the above remarks, Applicants respectfully submit that the application 



is now in condition for allowance and early notice of the same is earnestly solicited. Should 
Examiner have any questions, comments or suggestions in furtherance of the prosecution of this 
application, Examiner is invited to contact the attorney of record by telephone, facsimile or 
electronic mail, as indicated below. 



association with the filing of this Response. However, should the Commissioner deem that any 
additional fees are due, including any fees for any extensions of time, Applicants respectfully 
request that the Commissioner accept this as a Petition therefore, and direct that any fees be 
debited from Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.'s Deposit Account No. 08-0300 (Reference No. 
HES 2003.IP-011313U1). 



From the attached fee calculation sheet, Applicants believe that no fees are due in 



Respectfully submitted. 



Date: June 2, 2006 




Robert A. Kent 
Registration No. 28,626 
Halliburton Energy Services, Inc. 



2600 South Second Street 
P.O. Drawer 1431 



Duncan, OK 73536-0440 
Telephone: 580.251.3125 
Facsimile: 580.251.3917 



email: robert.kent 1 @halliburton.com 



ATTORNEY FOR APPLICANTS 
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